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A priori there is no reason why this should not be possible,
since there is no reason for removing mental phenomena
from the field of objective experience. Mental events can
perfectly well be objects of experience. Yet, as Wundt's
example shows, one can question in good faith whether the
energic view is applicable to mental phenomena at all; and,
if it is applicable, whether the psyche can be looked upon
as a relatively closed system.
As to the first point I am in hearty agreement with von
Grot—one of the first to propose the concept of psychic
energy-—when he says : " The idea of psychic energy is as
much justified in science as is that of physical energy, and
psychic energy equally with physical energy has quantitative
measurements and a variety of forms/'l
When it comes to the second point, I differ from the previous
investigators of this question in that I am practically not at
all concerned with the classification of psychic energic
processes. I am not interested in such classification, because
we have at best only the vaguest guesses to work upon and
no real point of departure. Although I am certain that
psychic energy is in some way or other most intimately
connected with physical processes, yet, in order to speak with
any authority about this connexion, we -need far more,
and quite other, experience and insight. As to the philo-
sophical side of- the question, I accept entirely the ideas
worked out in this field by Busse.2 I also support Kiilpe
when he says in this connexion: " It is in the end quite
immaterial whether or not a quantum of mental energy is
inserted into the course of a material process: the existing
formulation of the law of the conservation of energy would
not be in any way disturbed/'3
According to my view, the psycho-physical relationship
is a problem in itself, which perhaps at some time or other
1	Arch. f. system. Phil,, Bd. iv, p. 290.
2	L. Busse, Geist und Kdrper, Seek und Leib, 1903.
8 Kiilpe, Einleitung in die Philosophic, p. 150.

